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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH{S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above Is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on Amendment on 5/13/05 , 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-14 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) \Z\ Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 06 January 2005 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing{s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is'made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Art Unit: 2624 

DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5- 6, 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Gibbons et al. (US Patent No. 5,305,020) and Parsons et al. (US Patent 
No. 5,133,048). 

As to claim 1, Gibbons teaches a method of configuring paper stock in a printing device 
(fig. 1), the method comprising: 

loading paper having a surface_(it is noted that any paper would inherently have surfaces 
for both of sides of the paper) into a tray of the printing device (fig. 3B and col. 6, lines 10-15 
indicates that the interchangeable tray 126 is loaded and hold media of type and size of the 
paper); 

providing information about the characteristics of the surface (i.e., the type and size of 
the paper would represent for the surface of the paper and characteristics of the surface of the 
paper, col. 6, lines 14-15 and table 2 in col. 6) and the tray in which the paper has been loaded to 
the printing device (i.e., the controller 46 of the printer) (col. 6, lines 27-32, and 49-53 describes 
that the status information of the paper of the paper of the tray "i.e., 126", such as the type/size 
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information, and the status of the tray 126, such as full/empty mformation, are provided to the 
printer controller 46 and a processor 56); and 

Although Gibbons teaches automatically updating a media indicator (i.e., 134 in fig. 3 A) 
to include the information about the paper and the tray (col. 6, lines 49-54 also describes that the 
status information of the paper and the tray is provided to the printer controller 46 and updated at 
the media indicator 134), Gibbons does not teach a step of updating the information about the 
paper and tray is updated to a user interface. 

Parsons teaches a step of updating the information about the paper and tray is updated to 
a user interface (i.e., 62 in fig. IB and fig. 10; and col. 6, lines 53-58). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention v^as made to modify the step of updating in Gibbons for updating the information 
about the paper and tray to a user interface as taught by Parsons. The suggestion for modifying 
the step of updating in Gibbons can be reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth 
above by Parsons because the modified step of updating would increase the efficiency of the 
printing system by directly providing the information of the paper and the trays to the user at his 
user interface when he/she prepares the print job. Such a modification would allow the user to 
keep track the current information of the paper and trays during he/she prepares the print jobs. 

As to claim 2, Gibbons and Parsons disclose every feature discussed in claim 1, and 
Gibbons fiirther teaches the printing device is printer (10 in fig. 2 and col. 4, line 43). 

As to claim 3, Gibbons and Parsons disclose every feature discussed in claim 1, and 
Parsons fiirther teaches the printing device (2 in fig. 1 A) is a copier (fig. 2 indicates the copier 
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including the image input 4 for scanning the document and the printer 8 for printing the image of 
document; col. 2, lines 60-62). 

As to claim 5, Gibbons and Parsons disclose every feature discussed in claim 1, Parsons 
further teaches of providing information further comprises a control input signal from a control 
interface on a control panel of the printing device (i.e., 62 in fig. IB and fig. 10). 

As to claim 6, Gibbons and Parsons disclose every feature discussed in claim 1, and 
Gibbons further teaches scanning a piece of the paper stock (i.e., a paper is sensed and the sensed 
paper would represent of the presence of type of medium) and associating a resulting scanned 
image (i.e., the sensed paper signal of the type of mediiun is displayed on the indicator as an 
image) with the paper tray (col. 6, lines 49-54 and col. 7, lines 51-56 indicates that the sensed 
paper signal of the medium associated with the paper tray "i.e., 126" is indicated to indicator 
134). 

As to claim 12, Gibbons discloses a computer readable medium (the memory 58 in fig. 
fig. 1) containing software code (col. 5, lines 29-31 describes that the processor 56 for 
performing the functions by the programs "the printer driver" stored in the memory 58. Thus, the 
memory 58 would be considered as a computer readable medium containing software code), the 
code operable to: 

receive information about the characteristics of a surface of the paper (it is noted that the 
type and size of the paper would represent for the siirface of the paper and characteristics of the 
surface of the paper, col. 6, lines 14-15 and table 2 in col. 6) loaded into a printing device and an 
associated tray in which the paper is located (fig. 3B and col. 6, lines 10-15 indicates that the 
interchangeable tray 126 is loaded and hold media of type and size; and col. 6, lines 27-32, and 
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49-53 describes that the status information of the paper of the tray "i.e., 126 such as the 
type/size information, and the status of the tray 126 , such as full/empty information, are 
provided to the printer controller 46 and a processor 56); 

Although Gibbons teaches the code to update the media indicator (134 in fig. 3 A) to 
include the status of the paper (col. 6, lines 49-54 also describes that the changing-status 
information of the paper and the tray is provided to the printer controller 46 and updated at the 
media indicator 134), Gibbons does not teach a step of updating the information about the paper 
and tray to a user interface. 

Parsons teaches the code to update the information about the paper and tray is updated to 
a user interface (i.e., 62 in fig. IB and fig. 10; and col. 6, lines 53-58). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the updating code of Gibbons for updating the information about 
the paper and tray to a user interface as taught by Parsons. The suggestion for modifying the 
updating code of Gibbons can be reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth above by 
Parsons because the modified updating code would increase the efficiency of the printing system 
by directly providing the information of the paper and the trays to the user at his user interface 
when he/she prepares the print job. Such a modification would allow the user to keep track the 
current information of the paper and trays during he/she prepares the print jobs. 

As to claim 14, Gibbons and Parsons disclose every feature discussed in claim 12, and 
Gibbons further teaches a medium further comprises a printer driver (col. 5, lines 29-31). 
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3. Claims 4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gibbons 
and Parsons as applied to claim 1 above, and further in combination with Sanchez et al. (US 
Patent No. 5,784,177). 

As to claim 4, Gibbons and Parsons disclose every feature discussed in claim 1. 

However, neither Gibbons nor Parsons teach the printing device is a multi-function 
peripheral. 

Sanchez, in the same field of endeavor "the printing operation", teaches the printing 
device (16 in fig. 1) is a multi-function peripheral (col. 2, lines .59-61 and col. 4, lines 19-22 
describes the digital copier to be operable as a multi-functional device). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the printing device of Gibbons and Parsons to be a copier as 
taught by Sanchez. The suggestion for modifying the printing device of Gibbons and Parsons can 
be reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth above by Sanchez because the 
modified printer would improve the advantage of the printing system by increasing more 
optional functionalities including a copying operation and a scanning operation. Such a 
modification would allow the user to desire for selecting either a scanning operation or a copying 
operation or a printing operation at the printing system. 

As to claim 7, Gibbons and Parsons disclose every feature discussed in claim 1. 

However, neither Gibbons nor Parsons teach providing information further comprises 
accesses a control interface on a computer connected to the printing device. 

Sanchez, in the same field of endeavor "the printing operation mode at the user 
interface", teaches providing information (i.e., the current capabilities and configuration) 
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comprises accesses a control interface (70 in fig. 5) on a computer (1 1 in fig. 1) connected to the 
printing device (16 in fig. 1) (col. 3, lines 60-63 describes that the current capabilities and 
configuration of the connected copier which is accessed by the computer 1 1 via the control 
interface "i.e., a graphical user interface 70 in fig. 5" which is described fi-om col. 5, lines 44-51 
and col. 5, line 66 to col. 6, line 5). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the printer status information of Gibbons and Parsons for 
comprising accesses a control interface on a computer connected to the printer as taught by 
Sanchez. The suggestion for modifying the printer status information of Gibbons and Parsons 
can be reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth above by Sanchez because such a 
modification would increase the accuracy of the performance of the printing systems by 
providing the updated/current configuration of the printer to the control interface of the computer 
so that the user confidently sets up the print job at his computer without going to the printer for 
checking the status of the printer. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gibbons and 
Parsons as applied to claim 12 above, and in combination with Katahira (US Patent No. 
6,628,418 61). 

As to claim 13, Gibbons and Parsons disclose every feature discussed in claim 12. 

Although Gibbons teaches the medium (i.e., the memory 58 in fig. 1) for storing the 
control program codes such as the printer driver (col. 5, lines 29-31), Gibbons does not teach a 
medium fiirther comprises a downloadable file. 
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Katahira, in the same field of endeavor "the printing operation", teaches the medium (i.e., 
FROM 46 in fig. 3) comprises a downloadable file (i.e., a new application program data) (col. 4, 
lines 5-8 and 18-20 describes that the new application program data fi-om the computer 50 would 
be downloaded to the FROM 46 of the copier "fig. 1" for replacing the old program code). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the memory of either Gibbons or Parsons to comprise the 
downloadable file such as the new application program for replacing the old program as taught 
by Katahira. The suggestion for modifying the memory of either Gibbons or Parsons can be 
reasoned by one of ordinary skill in the art as set forth above by Katahira because the modified 
printing systems which would increase the advantage of the controlling operations for the printer 
if the printer has a fimction for accepting the new program downloaded fi-om the output device to 
update the old program code, and which would increase the reliability of the printer when the 
printing system is performed with the new and updated version of the application program. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 8-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Parsons et al. 
(US Patent No. 5,133,048). 
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As to claim 8, Parsons discloses a method of providing a user interface (52 in fig. 2) 
operable to allow communication with a printing device (a printer 8 in fig. 2), the method 
comprising: 

estabhshing a window on a display device (62 in fig. 1 A) viewable by a user (i.e., figure 
7 indicates a window for displaying the viewable objects to the user, col. 6, lines 45-56), remote 
fi-om the printing device on the network (col. 2, lines 62-64); 

providing the user with a view of paper having a surface in at least one paper tray of the 
printing device, wherein the view is comprised of characteristics of the surface of the paper (fig. 
9 indicates a view of paper having a surface 170 with the characteristics of the surface of the 
paper such as the color "white" and size "8,5x1 1" and figure 10 also indicates the window for 
viewing the size of a paper "175-2", the type of a paper "178-1" and the color of paper "180-1" 
fi-om one of the paper trays "202", col. 6, lines 47-58) ; and 

allowing the user to select the at least one paper tray to complete a print job (col. 4, lines 
48-54 describes that in order to complete a print job, the operator can program to the print job 
with a number of instructions by selecting the a number of objects fi:om the window. Therefore, 
at least one tray 202, which is one of the objects fi-om the window "fig. 10", is selected by the 
operator for complete a print job) across the network (col. 2, lines 62-64). 

As to claim 9, Parsons discloses every feature discussed in claim 8, and Parsons fiirther 
teaches the characteristics comprises a template (Please see figure 10, the pattem of any of 
objects is displayed on the window would be considered as a template; or col. 7, lines 21-23 
describes that the ordered stock any set of successively different or unique sheets of print media 
that forms a repetitive pattem or set 215 "fig. 13". Thus each sheet pattem would be a template). 
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As to claim 10, Parsons discloses every feature discussed in claim 8, and Parsons further 
teaches the characteristics comprises a designated color of the paper (please see figure 13, the 
view of paper is displayed with its color, col. 7, lines 24-26). 

As to claim 11, Parsons discloses every feature discussed in claim 8, and Parsons further 
teaches the characteristics comprises a thumbnail of a piece of the paper (col. 7, lines 21-23 
describes that the ordered stock any set of successively different or unique sheets of print media 
that forms a repetitive pattern or set 215 "fig. 13". Thus, the form of the ordered-sheet set "215 
in fig. 13" would be considered as a thumbnail". 

Response to Arguments and Amendment 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/21/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

AppUcant asserted on lines 16-20 of page 4 and lines 6-8 of page 5 that " Parsons does 
not teach providing information about the characteristics of the surface of the paper. Parsons 
allows a user to select information about the physical, as opposed to visual characteristics of the 
paper, from a menu. That selection may include an indicator of a color selected from a 
predetermined menu of colors, not the actual color of the surface of the paper". In reply. Gibbons 
teaches the type and size of the paper would represent for the surface of the paper and 
characteristics of the surface of the paper, col. 6, hnes 14-15 and table 2 in col. 6); and Parson 
also teaches, col. 6, lines 53-58, when a paper stock is changed in one of trays, the visual or 
characteristics of the paper 200, 202, 204 for the paper tray is actuated and the results of size, 
type and color display of stock selection icons shown in fig. 9. Thus, the current status of 
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characteristics of the paper is displayed in the user interface in visual form. The visual surface of 
paper 170 is clearly displayed on the user interface 62 in fig. 9. It is noted that the type or color 
and size of the paper would represent the surface of the paper and would be the characteristics of 
the surface of the paper. 

Therefore, the combination of Gibbons and Parsons teaches all of the limitations as 
claimed in independent claims 1 and 12. 

Applicant asserted on lines 4-8 of page 6 "As discussed above with regard to claim 8, 
Parsons directed a user interface that allows user to select pre-designated colors, not 
characteristics of the surface of the paper. While claim 10 further claims that characteristic of the 
paper is a color, it is the actual color of the surface of the paper, not a pre-designated color". In 
reply, Parsons teaches, col. 6, Unes 53-58, when a paper stock is changed in one of trays, the 
visual or characteristics of the paper 200,. 202, 204 for the paper tray is actuated and the results 
of size, type and color display of stock selection icons shown in fig. 9. Thus, color of paper in 
Parsons is actual color and the current status of characteristics of the paper is displayed in the 
user interface in visual form. The visual surface of paper 170 is clearly displayed on the user 
interface 62 in fig. 9. It is noted that the type/color/size of the paper would represent the surface 
of the paper and would be the characteristics of the surface of the paper. 

Therefore, Parsons teaches all of the limitations as claimed in independent claims 8 and 

10. 



Application/Control Number: 09/645,805 



Page 12 



Art Unit: 2624 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the cited prior art fully discloses the claimed 
invention and the rejection stand. 



THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi'om the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas Q. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7442 or 
E-mail address is Douglas.tran@uspto,gov. 



Douglas Q. Tran 
July 17, 2005 



Conclusion 



DOUGLAS Q.TRAN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




